net 


PCat ea aie a » ee ep Cain el ‘ ae 
i “ S o uM ’ all 
4 cf , ae 
. cao 
Pd 
s * 5 Be a e = ¢ : , 
DOCUMENT RESUBE . Wa 
ED 180 918 . pS \ > §0 012 299. 
Queene Kim, Young Y. | 
TLE. 2 Need for a Unified Theory of Acculturation:"A |: 


- 


Critical Review and Synthesis. 


PUB DATE: ep 79 : | 7 
NOTE «3 Paper presented in the Symposium, , _ 
"psychological Adjustment of the Indochinese 


Refugees" at the Annual Conference of the American 


Psychological Association (New York, NY, September ; 7" 

1-5, 1979) _ 
EDRS PRICE MPO1/PC01 Plus Postage. | . 
DESCRIPTORS *Acculturation: Comparative Analysia: Cultural 


-Pluralism: Ethnicity: *Immigrants; *Intellectual 
Disciplines: *Interdisciplinary Approach; 
Interpersonal Relationship; Literature Reviews; 
Research Needs: Research-Probleas; Social. as 

~ Integration: Socialization; Social Relations; rf 
eTARpE aes : 


ABSTRACT , r 
Acculturation catisnie of immigrants into American 

society have been examined through various disciplinary 

perspectives--anthropology, scciology, psychology, psychiatry, and, .- A, 

more recently, :communications. Although acculturaticn is defined Sif 

somewhat differently by different disciplines, it can be generally / 

interpreted as the overall process of change that occurs as an tH 

immigrant engages in con*inuous first-hand contact with a new . 

socio-cultural system. Review of literature on acculturation from the ¢ ‘3 

1930s to the 1970s indicates that the multi-disciplinary approach has 

contributed richness and flexibility to the research. It has also, - 

however, resulted in confusion based on noncosplementary viewpoints 

of the various disciplines. These conflicting views are the result. of 

humerous factors including different definitions and 

conceptualizations of acculturation, ideologically-based conflicts, 

and disciplinary limitations. Acculturation scholars will -improve 

their research if they make a concerted effort to synthesize the ¥ 

diverse perspectives and develop a unified Somprehensive theory of oat 

acculturation. (Author/DB) / 
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” F The problem of immigrant acculturation has been, and will \ 
aS continue_to be, one of the major social concerns in the United ‘ 


States. The study of acculturation as a fleld of scientific 
Inquiry has been ee the perspectives of anthropo- 
: lagy, soclology, and more recently, psychology/psychiatry, and 
” _ “communication. Although the field has benefited from the rich- 
—— ness and flexibility of a multi-disclplinary approach, It has 
dex ‘ also suffered.from the complexity, and, often confusion, resulting 
from the application of divergent viewpoints peculiar to different 


disciplines. 


_ This: paper attempts to clarify some'of the fundamental Issues 
in acculturatldn studies that remain unresolved and problematic. 
These Issues Include:. 1) the definition and conceptualizatton of 
acculturation, 2) the Ideologically-based conflicting views, 
oy, acculturation vs. ethnicity, and 3) the |Imited disciplinary 


nf study!ng acculturation In anthropology, soclology, 


perspectives | 
The paper concludes 


psychology/psychlatry, and communicatton, 


all for a concerted effort to synthesize the diverse 


pablo 
perspectives and to develop a unified comprehensive theory of i 


¢ acculturation. } 


NEED FOR A UNIFIED. THEORY OF ACCULTURATION: A CRITICAL REVIEW-ANB* SYNTHESIS 
noua? & meee ie 


1 INTRODUCTION 
From birth to death, goa punctuated by separations, many of them 
_ patnful. Paradoxleally, each separation forms a foundation for new 
stages of Integration, Identity and psychic growth. * #his ‘Introduces 
a.subject In which everyone is Involved, In which one finds a meet- 
Ing ground, a polnt of synthesis, of the intrapsychic and cultural 
processes. None of us asks either to be born or to die’ Yet both 
are natural and Inevitable separations of the person from all en- 
compassing environment. Between the two Ile many. other SAEOTARIONE: 
each accompanied by new awareness (Hall, 1977, p. ie 
tg 


Perhaps one of the most significant and painful separations of all 
oe be experienced by an immigrant who grew up in one country mY moves 


to another. The separation sparlerce can be particularly painful In the 


case of a refugee who finds himself In a new socio-cultural envi ronment 


not by choice, but due jo 4 circumstance over which he had little control. 


As a new member of a soclety, an immigrant Is faced with the task of 
having to deal with many unfamlllar aspects of life. The Individual 
experlences feelings of Inadéqdacy and Inabl lity to control the ri en- 
vironment. Being faced with the problems of meeting the basic physical 


and material needs as well.as adjusting to the new socio-cultural system, 


“ 


the Immigrant goes through a process of resoclalization. For the Immigrant, 
the new environment is not a shelter but a fleld of adventure, not a matter 


of course but a problematic situation itself and one that Is hard to 


master. 


Sooner or later, the Immigrant begins to detect patterns of social 


_' Interaction and to structure a personally relevant situation In the host 


society. Merely handling the transactions of dally living requires the 


< 
« ree | 
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Ps ‘abl lity. to’ detect intlarietes and differences within thé-new surroundIngs 
" j as well as between the new and the‘old environments. The Immigrant becomes 
acquainted with and adapted to some of the norms and valags of salient. 
reference groups of the new “accieiye 

This process of chia ts commonly called ''acculturation.'' The 
acculturation ahenonene have been the subject of sclentific studles In the 
United States since the 1930's, mostly In the areas of anthropology and 
soclology, and more..recently,: tn psychology, esvenlatiy, and communication. 
As a result, fhe fteld iss benef ted from the: leh literature reporting ® 
the iviiiedin and “Insights into the acculturation PREROMATIAS However, it 
has also suffered from the ‘increased complex! ty (and, often, confuston) 
resulting from the application of concepts, deETotktoas, and methodologies 


pecul far to different disciplines. 


The Intent of this paper Is to critically es ea of acculturatton 


various disciplines and to discuss some of tHe major’ Issues that 
esolved and problematic among acculturation scholars. These eevee 
Include: 1) the definition and conceptual ization of the pris aReUeALION, 
2) ‘the fdaatogtealivsbeeed conflicting views on acculturation and ethnicity 

, 


In Interpreting changes In immigrants and ethnic groups, and 3) the distinct 


disciplinary perspectives in studyIng acculteration in anthropoloay, socloloay, 


psychology/psychlatry, and communication. Finally a need for synthests of 


the divergent approaches and for the development of a unifled theory of 
acculturation will be discussed. 


- 


DEFINITION AND CONCEPTUALIZATION OF’ ACCULTURATION 


Acculturation vs. Assimilation 


The term ''acculturattion'' has been used during the 20th century In 


' reference to what‘ may be considered as one of the most elusive, albeit 


‘ubiquitous, concepts In.the social sciences. In the middle 1930's, ~. 
the Social Science Research Council! appointed a Subcommittee on Acculturation 
scrpaiedet ihre distinguished anthropologists =~ Redfield,’ Cintors and 
Heyskavits:-+ and charged -it with the task SF analyzing snd defining the 


parameters for this new'fleld of inquiry within the domain of cultural 
anthropology ieaedau 1964). “The efforts of the Commi ttee resulted In the 

_ formal adoption of ‘accul turation as a legitimate new area of study dealing 
with “those phenomena which result when groups of individuals oes different 
cultures and come into first-hand contact with subsequent changes In the 
original pattern of either or both groups!" (Redfteld, Linton, & Herskovits, 
1936, 1g). Similarly, Spjcer (1968, 21) defined acculturation as "those 
“changes set in motion by the coming together ee soclettes with different 


a 


, cultural traditions." 
These earlier definitions of acculturation prevtdas broad and general 

conceptual guideline for ntudtas of scent earaetan without: an IndicatloA of 

directionality or sateen of change. Subsequent studies, particularly in 

' Sociology, have often used the term, acculturation, along with other similar 


i} ' 
terms such as "'social Integration," ''adaptation," and "assimilation." The 


" refer to the specific 


two terms, "social Integration'' and ''adaptation, 
phenomena of immigrants entering into and developing social relationships 
In the host society. However, "assimilation'' and ingcaTuncantant have 
brought some confusion among scholars as to their respective meanings. 

A few sekenpts have been made by sociologists to distinguish the two 
terms, acculturation and assimilation. Taft (1953, 40-52), for etenne. 


regarded assimilation as the process whereby immigrants and the-native 


population ''become more alike as a result of interaction.'' For Zubrzycky 


Ey 


s 


(1956, 96), It was a matter of idgnti ty: it Is- the extreme form of “positivel! 


+ 


arljustment, l. e., "the condition aeniteh obtains when the. inmnl grant group is; 

Xe) completely agai) into the society to which it — attached jesetf 
that its separate identity may be completely lost." More specific distinetion 
between aceulturartan and sssini tat fon was me | by Gordon (1964, tiie 81). 

He listed several assimilation subsprocessés: 1) cultural or behavioral 

" abaint lation, 2) sipucturat asstmilatfon, 3) matartat aextutistion.. h) “3 
identi ficational sselattstion; 5) aged tude receptfonal assimilation, 6) . 
behavior receptional aestat lation, and. 7) civic assimilation. ‘According: 
ee ; a ' 

to Gordon, cultural assimilation Is acculturation, and js likely "to be the : 
first of the types of. assimilation to re when a minority group arrives 
on the ecg and ''may bats satevevss when none of the other types of 
assimilation occurs simultaneously or later.'' Based on Gordon's view, Hurh as 
(1976) siaeipaniekes two types of assimilation -- "limited ssdini Vatton® ‘Ge 
acculturation only) and Pere, assimilation" hey actu turation and structural 


“ 


assimilation). 
While these sociologists have viewed acculturation asa limited form 

of assimilation, Teske and Nelson (1974) view it somewhat differently from an 

anthropological peskpeatiye: The Teske and Nelson view Is that assimilation 

is a special case of changes that are involved in the acculturation Beneden. 

Acculturation, aceordtna to Teske and Nelson, is (potential]lv) a bidbrectional 


process and does not require changes in values within the acculturating 


a i 
group, changes wighin the out-group, or out-group acceptance. Assimilation, 


however, is a unidirectional process’ (towards the out-group culture only) a 
; P n 2 ‘ 5 

“and requires value changes within the imi lating group, as wel] as changes 

“in the out-group and out-group accept ofthe assimilating i Thus, 


Teske and Nelson concluded, acculturation can be defined bccording to eight 
characteristics. They stated accul turation|\is: 1) a dynamic process which 


. > 
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is A a 
> 
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‘does not :tequire 6) a change In reference group, 7) internal change nor, sae 


' * 
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may involve 2) él ther’ groups or Individuals in 3) direct contact situations 


. 


\ : ' ‘ 
between_cultures. The changes which take place 4) can occur in one or 


. both cuTtural groups and. 5). thanges, in. values may be,involyved. Acculturation 


8) acceptance by the outside group or culture. When characteristics six, 


. seven, .and eight occur, according to Teske ‘and Nelson, this is termed -assimila- 


tion. : : 7 i - z: , . e 
From these definitions, it appears that the common anthrolopogical interpre-. 


tation of the term, acculturation, ts broade? and more general than the 


. sociological interpretatton. The anthropological definition of > aie 


leaves it open as to what specific form, degree, and direction of change 
* : : 


will occur as a consequence of acculturation. On the other hand, the socio- is 


logical definition of acculturation Indicates the degree and direction of 
change, f.e., limited convergence toward the sociocultural mainstream of the 


host society. ty 


Assimilation vs. Ethnicity ‘ : 


‘Another issue related to immigrants' acculturation which has caused 
} 
some confusion among social scientists is the dispute over assimilation and 


ethnicity (or cultura] plurism) in interpreting the observed changes in 


immigrant groups. , 9 


Studies conducted by American social scientists on immigrants have , 
traditionally been based on the fundamental assumption of the "melting-pot : 
theory," sick emphasizes its faith in American homogeneity. The faith lies 
in ther iden that foreign immigrants, given time, wiil ultimatel y change 


their original values and other cultural traits to those of the American a 
Ad : 


society. Such faith ‘stimulated the interests of social scientists to stucy 


§ 


‘ 


” 


te : f ( 
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* how new Immigrants blend Into the ''melting pot'' of American society. - (See 


Nagata, 1969; Leckenby, 1974; and Jeffres & Hur, 1977, for-a review of the 


literature.) A few sociologists have conducted empirical research of: immi=.* 


——s 


grants and have reported supportive evidence. M. Gordon: (1964), for example, 
‘asserted that descendants of Immigrants exhibit relatively few characteristics 


which distinguish theh from other Americans; they Integrate fully with other 
. s > . 


‘ \ \ . 
Americans; and maintain a low level of identification with their own ethnic — 
\ J 


group. 


al 


he 


The above assumption of assimilation has been challenged since the 1960s 
when blacks first expressed doubt about its validity sndcpreoarad the way for 
a similar awakening among other ethnic groups. (See Swierenga, 41977, for a 

- review of .the I{terature of ethnicity.» Novak. (1972) described the feelings 
of alienation held by one large ethnic group, Poles, who are drawn to ethnic 
power movements in the competition for jobs, respect, and attention. He 


argues against ''cultural assimjlatior''and advocates ''equal ethnicity'' for all: 


There is no such thing as homo Americanus. There Is no sIngle * 
culture here. We do not, in fact, have a culture at all - at least, 
not a'highly developed one, whose symbols, images and Ideals all of 

us work, out of and constantly mind afresh; such ''common culture'' 

as even intellectuals have Is more an ideal aspired to than a task 
accomplished (Novek, 1973, p 18). 


The recent ride of ethnic movements has encouraged social scientists to 
"focus on the "ethnicity" of thindweanits and their communities rather than 
acculturation. The cultural ature tet orientation emphasizes the persistence 
of ethnicity as the basis of the cout nue importance of ethnic groups. 
Glazer and kage (1963) noted that ethnicity pervades all spheres of life 
among ethnic individuals and greupes. They bluntly rejected the melting-pot 
. a 


view by saying: ''The point about the melting pot is that it did not happen'' 


(p. 290). Research in ethnic politics indicates a continued structure of 


\ ta 


. 


. 


ee 


‘ethnic scigktons bnd identification from one generation to another. oe 
(1974), Parenti. (1967), and Wolftnger (1965) , ‘among others, found that | 
"ethnic" finer cans possess political orlentations differegt pniem snivsd of 
“nonethnic!! voting patterns, and ehae echnté voting patterns:persist for 
many generations. ” 
These are a few examples of disagreement between the assimilationist 
_ and the pluralist perspectives. Though ih narepes tives emphasize the 
cultural origins of ethnic groups, they have often argued for the opposite | 


trend - disappearance versus persistence of ethnicity. If we examine this ’ 


issue more carefully, however, it is clear that the disagreement is not | 


over whether or not there exists ‘such phenomenon as acculturation in an 
absolute usin but rather over the degree to which different individuals 
of varying ethn¢c ‘backgrounds uiiact the process of acculturation. It— 
is much too simplistic to decree that it must be “either A or B," which 
in turn forces one to accept or reject one of the two positions. In 
reality, ethnicity and acculturation of an individual (or a group) can 

be considered to be two sides of the same coin, and, therefore, inter- . 
related and inseparable phenomeria. What is important is that both the 


assimilationist and pluralist perspectives acknowledge some changes. in im- — 


migrants over time. When the changes are’ not "complete," it is only natural 
that there remains a certain degree of "ethnicity." Thus, incomplete as- } 


similation will be interpreted as evidence of (some) assimilation or (some) 
P > 
epnnicity, depending on one's point of view. 


DISCIPLINARY APPROACHES TO ACCULTURATION 


In addition to the variations in defining and conceptualizing acculturation, 
e > ( 
there are differences across‘disciplines in studying acculturation In empirical » 


\ 


research. 
19 5 ‘ 


a a a Se a 
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In this section, major trends in the empirical studies of acculturation oF 
in SR ENEOPSINEY sociology, pavchology/paychlatcy, and comnunicationg 


will be critically revit irre : 


\anthropological_ 6” & Sociological Approaches 


Most anthropological studies on -agculturation have focused on the | 
acculturation of third world pathane to industrialized western socleties. 


Within the United States, most of the earlier studies dealt with: the 


acculturation of American Indians to European culture. For example, Siegel 


(1955, v) collected and abstracted "all the major empirical studies reported 


. by anthropologists In the setting of North America which are of importance 
in snatestiia the process of sociocultural. change under conditions of cultures 
in contact.'' Of the 94 studies included in the collection, 74-dealt ex~ ae, ey 
clusively with American Indians or Alaskan Natives. - . 


° ; . ; « ~ 


Typically, anthropological studies have approached acculturation by 
defining the “ideal type! of personality or the "dominant" cultural values 
of a social system, and then measuring the degree’ of learning and internali- 


‘ (- . 
zation of such a value system as a replacement for the value system/‘of the 


original culture. (See Nagata, 1969, for a review of literature.) Such 


attempts to define a normative personality and value structure, however, 


have failed to provide a consistent and concrete picture of American 


“~ 


culture. Hsu (1971), an anthropologist himself, clearly points out the 
problem in Anthropologicaid studies: 


What do we mean when we say of an-imnigrant, ''He is Americanized''? 
It seems clear that we do not have « precise Idea as to what we mea 
by ''Americanization,'' nor have anthropologists who deal with cul tore 
contact and culture change helped In this regard....How can we guage 
the extent of acculturation without é precise notion about the cul- 
ture to which the acculturated have SUppeRee ty acculturated them- 
selves? We cannot but agree that the picture(is by no means clear. 
We must develop a more precise idea on the notion of Americanization— 
to answer the question at al] (p. 111). . 


=- 


, 
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It Is not difficult, then, to realize the problem in applying the traditional, 


« 


anthropological approach to studying the anedttaeton process of Individual 
a a 

Inmi grants In var lous minorityethnic groups in the United States. . The 
difficulty of establishing an "ideal type'' seems inevitable when we examine 
the empirical findings from soctological studies on American value systems. 
In the area of marriage and family life, for example, considerable 
variability has ‘been observed among different subgroups distinct in snctex 
scenonte status, ethnic traditions; patigious preferences, and racial - 
aebevaetens (Leslie, 1967; Adams, 1971; Adams & Welrath, 1971; Winch & 
Spanier, 1974). Even when we accept the general assumption that the 
American society is represented by those who.are ''white, Anglo-Saxon, and 
Protestant," differences in attitudes and values still exist among different 
age groups and socioeconomic groups. 

While the majority of anthropological studies have observed changes 
in the culture of the target group itself, sociological studies have 
focused primarily on issues pertaining to race relations and the social 
_ consequences ‘of minority-group membership (Spiro, 1955). A primary con-, 
ceptua | framework employed in the sociological studies. of acculturation has 
been the pattern and process in which minority groups are assimilated Into 
the host ‘society and the dynamics of relationships within and among minority ) 
and majority groups. : , 

is both anthropological and sociale tes studies, then, a central 


focus of research has been placed on immigrant groups, rather than 


individual immigrants. Relatively little attention has been paid to the 
pattern and process of changes in individuals in the process of culture- 


contact. ? 


‘@ ~. Psychological Approaches ° te iF - ‘ 
wal , of oe cr 
Psychologists, on the othér hand, have focused on indi vtduals' 
few. * & Se 
Internal ‘changes in the process, of acculturation. Psychologists are 
generally more recent newcomers to the field of acculturation. Most of 


the psychological literature’ dealing explicitly with accul turatlon has 


emerged within the last decade, and then only within the context of the ie 
oi «ae if ae ae, 
‘~ most established field of cross-cultural psychology Generally, studies in © 


~ 2. 
the field have involved the examination of the relationship between varlous 


behavioral dtnenstons to ethnic group membership. 
In the usual case, a set of "cultural varlables'! are. composed to - 
represent the acculturation of individuals. These varlenles are then. 
‘ considered to be the independent variables for the set of behavioral | 
‘vartables (depdient veetantasls Attempts to define cultural varlables 
* quant beatively Fac Individuals are a very ‘recent “pursuit in psychology, — 
x i . 7 


and, from a psychometric perspective, research in this area remains ex- rsa 


planatory in nature. (See Olmedo, 1978, for a detailed review and 


r 
’ 


discussion.) , 
Another line of research in psychology/psychlatry ee on the 

sRiaeawahets of nirheinva change (from traditional to modernization or 

wes terni zation) in third world countries. (See Marsella & Sanborn, 1977, ° 
for’ a reyiew of literature.) Publications In this area agree that cultural 

; changes associated with, modernization appear to Increase p$ycHological 

disorders. More recently, many psychological studies have begun to examine 
the relabtouship ee culture or ethnicity and mental health. ‘These 


studies have typically focused on the inter-ethnic variations In the pattern 


4 ’ 


of mental health problems among American ethnic inet v Teens (See Giordano, 


1973, and Giordano & Giordano, 1977.) < 
pe 
13° 


. & 


. » 
These studies provid useful information concerning the patterns of 


v 


"psychological and behaVioral. changes tn Individuals as a: consequence of 

‘ uheure contact. However, little attempt has bash made to explore the 
acculturation process itself; therefore; the findings are relevant to 

only part of the phenomena of acculturation. Since sepecatal Senge are “, 
also part of the acculturation process, it is duektigasble whether or not 

the concéptuall zation of acculturation as an entity separaté From behavior 
change Is theoretically valid.: Further, the sibel dimenston of change In 
relation to psychological change has been virtually ignored Tn the psychological 


a 
studies. 


Communication Approaches os 


Recently, scholars in the fleld of communication have begun to look 
oe phenomena of acculturation. “Unlike, the sinrodchak tn other disciptines, 
communication scholars have focused primarily on the tnteraction patterns 
of Immigrants with their-new soclo-cultural environment. 


As early as 1909, communication was recognized by scholars In other 


disciplines as the underlying process In and through which acculturation 


occurs. ley, for example, recognized the Importance of communication as 
"the mechanism through whitch human rélatlons exist and develop...all the 
synibols of Sire mind, together with the means of conveying them Cieaudh 
space and presenting them in time'' (Cooley,. 1909, 61). 
ae 

The. importance of communication as the acculturation medium was postu- 
lated by Sapir, who stated that "every cultural pattern and every single 
act of social behavior bike ids <ceonndtd eaten in elther an explicit or 
_Implicit sense" (1931, p. 78). Mendelsohn (1964) een eee 
Pa being charged with the task of ''merging the minority groups Into one 
sdewmevavte soci organization of commonly Sided Ideas and vatues'' (p. 31). * 


oh. ae 
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Pareire) after all, ts a result of consensus and a “perspective shared by 


sunbers of.a group" (Shibutan! & Kian, 1975, pe 573). Pe : 

” Most of the studies dealing with the communication of Immi grants have 
been made In the areas of aithrdpetedy and sociology th which eoniuinicdetoc: 
varlables assumed only an Incidental role. (See Nagata, 1969, fee an 
extensive review of literature.) © Recently a few researchers In communieat lon: 
have begune to look into the sibinentiGn patterns of immigrants. Nagata 
(1969), for example, described dia -accuteurat ton process of Japanese 
Americans across three generations, ne veneeas a progresslve Increase In 
degrees of communication participation In the host ebelety< Chang (1972) 
surveyed Korean Immigrants in the Los ee area and pepe a varlation 
in communication patterns corresponding with patterns of-cultyrat values. 

More recently, Ryu (1978) has reported a study which. suggests a positive 
role of mass media in the acculturation of Korean immigraats. .- 

Based on the existing empirical evidence in soclological, anthropolog! - 
cal and communication research, Kim proposed a path model iien attempted to 
explain why certain Individuals display greater particlpation In comunt gation 
channels of the host society and how such participation affects the other : 
changes In the gegeral ‘acculturation process (Kim, 1976, 1977a). Kim further 
reported the developmental trends of interpersonal communication and media 
behavior of Japanese, Koreans, and Mexicans in the United States. The 
findings showed that, over an extended perlod of time, there was a general 
increase in the etnhic individuals’ interpersonal communication with members 
of the host’ soclety and their use of host media, and a refinement in per- 


celving the host socio-cultural system (Kim, 1976, \1977b, 1977c, 1978a, teas 


& 
These and other communication stugles are an importAnt additten to the 


’ existing body of knowledge in acculturation. . They have rovided ‘hstaetan 


4 


15. 


ay s — 


concerning the underlying processes in which psychological,, soctal, and 
cultural changes occur. - And yet, communication scholars have not yet Included 
, Pai aads k : : 


: the group-level dynamics of change within, between, and among ethnic groups In 4 


their conceptual framework of acculturation. 


TOWARD A UNIFIED THEORY OF ACCULTURATION 


Aeculeuention has been approached from the perspectI ves of diverse’ 
academic Aiecinvines: Each of the deified has contri buted to the field 
of acculturatfon. by providing Informat lon amid insights into the particular 
aspects of/acculturation that are consistent to the disciplinary perspectives. . . 
At the s time, however, the field has suffered from the donslextiy and 
often cgnfusion, resulting from the application of definitions, conceptual !zations, 
and measurements peculiar to the disciplines. 


6 . 


We do not yet know clearly the specific Conditions that affect the 


° 


: patterns of change In the acculturation process. Therefore, the more general 
and flexible anthropological definition of. acculturation is preferred to the 
sociological definition which views acculturation as an incomplete form of 


* 


assimilation. We need to leave the specific directionality of change open 


e - for further Investigation. For the sake of conceptualization, then, 
¥ . . 
acculturation of Immigrants can be loosely defined as the overall process 

of change that occurs as an Immigrant engages in continuous first-hand contact _ 
with a new socio-cultural system. 

‘ ‘The observed-inconsistencles amony yeeutéurabton scholars seems to be a 

1 Se Ronen of the lack of a comprehensive theory which transcends the * 
‘imited perspective of any one discipline. The realiee ot acculturation Ts | 
multidimensional. An immigrant's psychological, social, and cultural patterns 
are closely interrelated and concurrent in the process of acculturation. In 
the absence of, such a unified theory, scientists are apt to'be limited to their 
-~ 


: ; 16 
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, e 


own disciplinary viewpoint, and tend = fiteracet Prete stecroreiiie in light - 
of their expectations. ; 

Accu] turation scholars need to recagnize the Limitations of their own 
disciplinary perepeve wes and to work toward developing .a Un EVs theory of 

) acculturation. A few efforts fave been made in. recent years to move toward 
more inter-disciplinary and mul tdfniens fora} approaches to acculturation.’ 
Sociologists Goldlust and Richmond. (1974) proposed a multivariate: model Of - 
"immigrant adaptation. Focused primar fly on Spe lotogica variables, ‘the model 
describes the {nterrela tedness of a variety of” pre-immigration characteristics, 
situational deterntrants in the host society, and the interplay of the 
technol egical, “demographic, economic, cultural, and social forces.” Kin (1979) 
fas proposed an MUREPAGEIYES multidimensional theory of acculturation from 

aa communication systems perspective. The main focus of Kins theory is the 
dynamic, interactive nature of the acculturation process ‘between an inmigrant. 
and his new socio-cultural milieu. .The theory incoporates the interrelatedness 

‘Of wieshintavation ctomacterdstiés and the post-immigration process of 
communication, and. between the intrapersonal and social pracesses of change 
in immigrants: 

The SRibTeA-o oT acculturation not only has a Picomueienn significance, ae 
is also a growing social concern.. Uhether or not, and to what extent, an 
immigrant should acculturate, is ultimately a matter for the individual * 
Ina grat to decide. The field of acculturation is responsible for providing 
a ducer retian and explanation of the process of change as accurately and 
realistically as possible. What is needed, then, in the field of acculturation 
studies, is a conterted effort to synthesize diverse perspectives and findings. 


There should be a. continuous attempt to develop a broad, unified theory of 


acculturation. Such a theory will .guide scholars to investigate the phenomena . 


1? 


~< 
Be 
mR 


Z . 7 . ’ \ : - . : ‘ 
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of acculturation from their own disc{ptinary viewpoint without losing a oo ( 


perspective of the total acculturation process. | wae. | ss . : 


* 


vA ee 


Markham; 1971. 
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